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Claims 1-10, 12-23, 25. and 26 remain pending in the application. All pending 
. *- t v v. v f ■> ui a i ■> ^ ' „ , w- \p^Leint 

osj^v r •> . e e. n s ,< , ' u no. <. \ <, a gum ng 

claims. 

N s * i ons Under 35 U.SX2 

^ v 5-1 nd l^v . a i 'v- ^ s v . -> > s s . 
:e\ r\n\ee\. 2.oSI.5-i"> to Co\ {hereinafter Com ia Ce\ u 1 5 ?i»0 ^o^g; t0 
\!\!>usa v - sppKat v tl 1 < i v - 1 v nd k\ jom 

-a ' and diowanee of ihe claims. 

(1mm v , > unmk K I v - 1 t - „ jde* 

! > control 

^ , „ w , , hu n 1 h \ ^ j or k 

u A'o >. ci un'Ascvln part on a percent go oi time thai the so teh control 

signal selectively couples a first of the at least two filter components to another of the plurality of 
olemtrd^f t v>\ ! •> H * \t-ethei alone or m corcb uano - e?:at eaM 

this ciain-ed feature. 

n Cox fa Is o oat 1 or sugges f tnoduk 

uiC ! n n he H> i < 

n - , pi>v\wlo nmdi m - 1 <. ! 

' H v. J [ 'hd.v iu \ i n 1 v.- ;s 'no 
component m t ea elmca c nod \m : S 1 

The examiner contends 'hat "Asooashik; disclose- a direr .vT^rs t r a switch 
^ <. ^ v * vl [ ! . 1 i nv 

v. v i W s. . -> ! N (.Si V 

components =. 1,9) to another of the plurality of elements." Id. 
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lepU toOiYU :0<>S 

H'u i t. CC! 01 s k f n v S 

the switch, as claimed. 

1 v, <. U S'{ O V \ v. -s v. \ 

s i \ s <.es ^ i 

g c jising eavuu S .eudo-nmdom s - g circuit 2. and 

tcos v v 

are 1, it can be seen that \ cad dos signal 

ot 1 at si s v torn the 

signal switching circuit 3 is unified to the mpui o!' ft Her circuit 1 Similarly, dv pseudo-random 
--msa u i m ~a t . h^' ». ' s v i i s 1 »vvs' e nl <. ^ x sc i itui 
s ^ . x « co to the input of filter circuit 9, 

As noted in Arayashiki Abstract, 'The control circuit: 7 is controlled to input a 
)scuc s nd< n \ - sepas h he i her circuit- 1 and the filter circuit 9, " Id. The control 

< s ^ «m\ v v - > stout from the pseado random signal generating 

crtcui? to -he inputs > the fiber circuit 1 or filter circuit 9. 

thus, the control circuit " ^ o- ot s. .osie ?-s. < < > x 
smee indeed, „ . ; so. a- 3 and 8 are nvl even u> ml ee h\ , pseud-? ratsdom signal. 

s >. >s oscudo ms doe ' ' c 

I e to the inputs of the filter circuit 1 and filter circuit 9. 

j v. ido 

h v v s N h' ,i) ^'d iMt! > Of <. p CU ( > 

random signal 

\ < 1 1 kh Co lis a 
Cox conceded b) se Exam c \rayashiki ails to teach * tggs tch cm module 

configured to generate a pseudo random switch control signal" and rails to teach or suggest the 
pseudo random switch control signal "to control the switch in the configurable element to 
seles v« v tch v we® t% S tea v<mtponentsd* 
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v ishiki fai! to teat es sams: t 

the combination, of Cox. with Ar&yashiki fails to teach or suggest a feature that is absent from 
description ithe cik rtbreixe th cane s the ahs< ice I 

the claimed element. 

V U 1 s i s 

si I >, v ! , < nbinai i to teach > s ggm c w eaturc 

v dexuion on J a I > v 

Hiffl20^ . . i n< a . . m ^ . ^ ^ s 

v vv .! k \ btk \o " i - , \ Vrhwr u .vo* i » jihv '.,c m 

> be . i a cux u X N he . nm pned << » <x ' »; >, " > , t mot x\e v x, 

eithe; v m v v , * x^xoto. ^ .m are x,xx «. v u s i v xXh s tt vkxn. The \ ti K' 

0 l> f 1 > s ! k v. v v 

V J v v. . M) 1 ^ S< h L C v v OC v v X \\ )" 

describes every claimed element, v . Office Action, at page 5. Applicant respectfully requests 
< ^ ' u uoa t 

The eonibinatloB of Cox with \\ aim U rt ei I j b «. e-'al i- a / • x, m . ease of 

, x e ek ui <c a-cd t part on \ racu ? I x fx it which a 

■.mmx > - at a s signal <. <. I he < < \ I n\ x s w X < acfa „ » , emulator 
it, v >n I v I v > i t u hs 

v .c. eemar. oufutoi ' s 
J \ > a eoec -e s exp, . ,n tK. . gxi >a\ n > 

fix Examiner concedes that <'.V-\ fads to teach or suggest the use of a delta sigma 

b"". cites to Vx ; a cue i . dcltabemamodaf.no; fknwvet I e mere descrip moi 
delta r j iv is m . "b e i to teach or -agoeX > particular ^ U„ e e claimed in 

riaim fx 
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Reply xo Office Action of April 8, 200 S 

i is obvious to one of ordinary s 
.s., dt >rder t< ! ne tspeci c t\peoi'gen< 

pseado random control signal. 

1 \ i er provides no rational b< reas . m N < tk 

, ^ . - < ec eohmms 

o , \ s po ' "n, t n t < a - k ^ i < i\ ik pel or 

.>Ol „ > vS i . " ' Svd M v.T <. 1M , ( \ 

\\ T ^ v t ti f v ^-O v 

\ < JO V > I. ! if v S ^ 

S ^ , v ^ , H J SOU 

A * v ... > i v. v i i. u i. hv 

dek; n o ^> imde 

Coxdc j I -art does n i i ge> c \ ^ dom 

. > oaem^DAC Neither reference descr/vx n , . 

source that canrmls a teeowiguicMe --ha liue - >s dmv <- ha ci rc, >ttieen-._d 
ink v v s v v 1 i <. > n t k i u ) < .a. l o m'^mn 

'a,' o v ^ e n^. - 'v ekkiu^ 

v vable a ! \ Cox S 

whether abas or in combination, fail to teach or suggest every claimed feature. Applicant 

(la > a, 4 rx INvem elected ace ?5 1 ..s ('. > uL^a 
unpatentable o>or Con nxu-v- ot \ra>ashiki and m \ ievv of! S 'ateii No o.975,S46 < Chang 
, \ v v no v> - Cl Ov! i 

Claim 25 recites an R.F integrated circuit. The RF integrated circuit includes "a 
switch coatroi module coafgarea 10 generate a switch control signal comprising a nseinto 
random ail ;-eqi;enee ia control the switch in die configurable clement to selects ch mviudi 
ixawcett am. filar cempotum':-, :t value ,4 lite cetdigorabh element ha^ed. at pan or the switch 
v. i n ^ > v 'as ■> vti u v i ( tvP t ^ ! * ^ JUO> t 

least this claimed feature. 
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i ; \ ^ u v \tjc fun t\i\ \nlstu leach c~ saggv.- ^ ^ ; eonuol 

V ... t i i 5 V _ ! i. 5 ^ - ! N 

nv< v v i uv - s _ > ^ t -> < Soil ► «. 

is \Sw^V\ -C, . t « tiOt i M < Ja T \ v s x M V tl 

or suggest the claimed feature and lads, generally io describe any pseudo random switch control 
module or a o\ itch v onnv! Mgnal eornpoduc a pseudo random eh .sequence 

_ . „i.O>l UcOlt Pi! '.tfi<\!,\\'U 

v Jom or m combination, fail tot each or suggest every 

claimed feature. 

CLum 21 \\ S.i 

st switch v ife en v - c I \ 'i veL.ind-u ^ pscm o > tdv x 

% x x s ! to ! i hrst ^ >n „ s i!» > ^ aho 

ch gtirne iscia s simi t he feat Irsci bovc in re itiot to 

deam ' " \i- v "* < 
^ . x > < o > at > ^ . . ai > hi .eJi ; v. n 

Claim 13 ' idaiarcs similar m m •» JScusscd uKnc h relatWi » t m 1 

, ' o claims 1 

and 21. 

Claim 2(i s rejects - - inpatentable ovei 

\ i ^ i > v. ! i -1 u t <. 5 ro\ 

>e ee > Pctrox ■ ana mnher in ^.v l ^ mi'-i 

vn - u - to ^ vs - > > •> oj'p I' i 1 

1 v O 1 v S ! s. 1 \ 7 I 

c ■» - - c > signal. As previous!) disc tssed i la 
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d \ \ cks in V..; ashiki 

Claim 26 ~ k i x> allowable over Cox, Chant \- d Arayashiki 
either * es r *. m - ^ ■> ( - i t ' t en p o „ s n % t e ^ p 
k < v.n a c <. x u n v 

1 Mm 18 vs c - s s aliegedis entabk 

U.S. Patent. No. 6,329,939 to Swaminhhan ct ai (hereinafter Swamimthan) in view of Cox in 

< V - ^ l 1 l <> > t ! i v 

VppI s nt is unsure as to what dleged ad 5 itie i pi o; tri 1 se 1 xarainet is basing 
x idn u«eJp t> a** arkKvpvv a 5 

i \aminc* v i \ i I s , mo 1 v 

\ ct 'd taking notice, Appheau' re\j v 

' a m provide a e nab on v a prior art ir a to support C allegations o ohieh judicial 
a tice is be i » taken 

Claim 1 8 induces features similar to those discussed above in relation to claims 
13 aid 2 are s >eiie ed to be Uowab « >rtht ' « c with respect to 
claims I, 13, and 21. 

sep ssipn a l>c?Hnident Claims 

! aeti ,d oi am s 2-10, 12, 14-17. 19 and 22-2 i depend, eithei oiw'tv or usanceUv, 
front one of htdenendem •, - 1, 13. 18, or 21 and are believed to be allou able at > - for ,■ 

1.0 1. . V t J v "> V V J 

Each of the ^ N ^- 

those discussed above in relation to the independent claims, it is not necessary to discuss the 
v ^ - do \ ■ no v v deix den claim because of the a ^ -> ' - s urns 
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Repp i-Ofi;cc \^ s aa 

CONCLUSION 

n vie going, Applicants believe a 1 w penc s 

i » , ) v u Liv ii u ! liV nxe vs 

cm d.ac o ;omv. -e^vesied 

Applicant petitions the Director of the United States Patent Office to extend the 
time for reply to the Office Action dated April 8, 2008 for three-months and authorizes the 
< a < v s v 1 . . \ \v > m \ 2 I \ •> v c 

t t s e < I u u j o < \ da 1 i U v • ) u KMn < Y mi K 

\ , , n\ w i i "dor T URI ' "0 

If there areany other fees due in connection wiih the = - d\ pAuc 
charge c Aon io » « Deport Account No. 20-1430, If a foe v- tit. * . a .v.c; « s>f i;n\ 
under 37 CFR lA$h not as. counted tor ahose. such an extension a, requeued and a fee i< t « 
soK 1 . >c V 1 AC i 

If the Examiner belie ves a telephone conference would expedite prosecution of 
Uiisapplicath cj c dc sipned at 858-350-6100 



Respectfully sabnuited. 




Raymond B. Horn 
Reg. No, 44,773 



„o^\s \ s x\s \ .i < ( LP 

Two Embavcadero Center. Eiathth Floor 

s . < v ^ ^a — T - A a 

,e w < c > 

Fax:415-576-0300 

RBHiHo 

01449655 ¥1 



Page 8 of 8 



